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I 

In any murder the autopsy is ^essential to a solution of the crime 
v and its punishment. No less is this true when a President is murdered. 
Throughout my writing I have referred to this autopsy as a dubious inquest. 
The dictionary definition of M dubious M is "doubtful", "uncertain” , "of 
questionable character". No autopsy serves its intended purpose, that of 
a post mortem examination to determine the cause of death^ if it leaves 
in doubt what it need not, if it does not seek the cause or causes and ex- 
amines the^ if it is uncertain where there need be no uncertainty. 

Aside from determining the cause of death, it is expected that the 
autopsy report will be a definitive, medico-legal statement of what 
happened to the degree possible to man and science. This autopsy and the 
report on it are not helpful and not dependable because they lack the 
essential character of official, criminal, legal inquiry and are not 
positive. Rather than defining what really happened, as dissection of the 
Presidents body disclosed it, this autopsy and its report put questions 
where there should have been answers. There is nothing in it that really 
adds to knowledge. Instead, it raises additional doubts and creates con- 
fusion. The essence of available fact is not in the report. 

Searching for clues to the questions the Report substitutes for 
answers > I went to the appropriate Commission files. There was no alterna- 
tive. With 26 large volumes for evidence (and even this enormity was not 
a limitation externally imposed upon the Commission)^ the essential evidence 
of the autopsy and what relates to it are not included in the estimated 
10,000,000 words in these volumes, as it also is not in the literary 
vastness of 900 pages, the verbal expanse of the Report. 

It is not in the files^ either. Had the Commission published every 
word in its appropriate files, there would be no essential, affirmative 
knowledge added to the deficient, inadequate and incomplete material it did 
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publish. Negative evidence is there in abundance. To that we shall return 

This statement is based upon a belief that should be warr anted but 
is not: that the files were not gutted. They were. 

Those whose writing careers have been advanced by their joyous 
escapes from reality and who pretend to have told the truth about the 
assassination or to have ^dispassionately./ assessed'jthe writings critical of 
the investigation of the assassination, have not sought the essence in the 
files or are of contemptible, unspeakable dishonesty - or both. They need 
only have thumbed through Pile J.F.K. 4-1 to learn the real truth. of the 
assassination investigat ion, that it was a whitewash, a|*put -up job. Had 
they added to this less than an hour of reading a little more and examined 
the four categories under "Connolly, John B. fT , requiring less than an 
additional hour - and had they been looking for truth^not propaganda*- they 
would have learned that these files are but tinselled window-dress ing for 
the ys overanxious-to-believe yokels of high station. 

Pile J.F.K. is 11 Autopsy 11 . It is on the second sheet of the 

"file classification" discussed in the Introduction. First is that on the 
Texas Governor. Typically, as though cunning gremlins with a deft touch 
were setting the stage for what was to ensue, each of the three spellirgs 
of the Governor ! s name is incorrect. His name has an n a n in it, but not in 

ytst & lr *3 fill fffau "p * 

..^the "file classification" where h-a-s— lioT ia-uiaubLlad^^i-nst-ead. 

/ 1 J ^ It is symptomatic that when, after almost four years, I got a copy 

[ i V 

of this classification, no one had corrected the only-wrong spellings of 
his name. That is the x^ray it is with the evidence, as it was with the 
invest igat ion: nobody corrected the obvious, original errors. 

Each of the four categories under wrong-jafoend "Connolly" is vital ^ 
vi tj 

in study of J.F.K. q.-l» The doctrine under which the Commission labored, 
the ore-determination it imposed upon itself, that Lee Harvey Oswald was a 
lone and unassisted assassin, permits no alternative. That single-bullet 
nightmare holds us all captive, as it did the Commission. The only escape 
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is probing and prodding all the available evidence. 

For the government there now is no repair. It has done what it tad 
has done. For all its might, pwwer and influence - unequalled in history - 
it has rendered itself impotent as all the king ! s horses and all the king*s 
men. Its investigation and its Report are like Humpty Dumpty. 



For others, for national integrity, for ree and honorable future, 
there is the possible escape of truth - truth about the investigation, 
about the fact of the assassination. 

Search for this truth in the files begins with futility of the 
Report, in which it is absent, and eids with the emptiness of the gutted 
files . 

The answers to the questions that ’were not answered and too often 
were never asked are not in the autopsy file nor in the Connally files. 

Each of the Connally categories is pertinent because the single-bullet con- 
clusion of the Report cannot be separated from the autopsy examination and 
its report. These divisions are "Shooting”, "In juries-Wounds " , "Treatment 
at Parkland Memorial Hospital", and "Interviews". 



autopsy file are not the fault of the prosector and his assistants. These 
are independent of and separate from the autopsy deficient ies . They are 
staff responsibilities and official actions and, I fear, had this .been a 
competent, thorough autopsy and report, the same thing would have happened, 
perhaps more of it. By accident or design, there was a conspiracy against 
evidence. Whether or not the manifestation of the invisible but omni- 
present hai& of a guiding genius, something alxvays happened to the evidence 
and the Commission never did anything about it. 

In some case‘s the Commission itself is responsible for what happened 
to the best the available and conceivable evidence - did to it what was 
done. In other cases, it tolerated what should never have been done and 




But the incompleteness of the Connally files and the gutting of the 



never should have been tolerated. It happened, because of the nature and 
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function of the autopsy, that much of this is part of or related to the 
autopsy. 

For example, there is this so-called "found" bullet, whose public 
record is cons istentlw ith/bnly \ a design for it to be "found", with its 
having been planted. It bears the unmistakable marks of the rifle said 
to have been Csx^ald ! s; that we cannot question. That these marks are as 
distinctive as fingerprints we also must accept. This, hwwever, is neither 
legal nor logical evidence that this particular bullet was used in the 
crime. That it was is an assumption without proof or even the effort at 
developing proof. All the pertinent evidence, such as its almost pristine 
condition, is that this bullet could not conceivably have had thehistory 
officially bestowed upon it, not if its biographers had been Griipi, Anderso] 
Mother Goose and Jules Verne, all collaborating and at the pinnacle of thei3 
powers . 

Misused, as it was, this Bullet 399 became important, as a link to 
Oswald, which it could have been and was not, and from him to the assassina* 

M&s . 

tion, which might have been proven b-ut was not attempted. Failure to seek 

{? A 

proofs of this connection is fairly interpreted as indicating that those 
making the decision knew it would turn out otherwise^that it would prove 
Oswald was being framed. 

When Robert A. Frazier, experienced FBI firearms expert, testified 
about this bullet^ to some of the most competent and experienced lawyers 
who could be assembled, his testimony was significantly evasive, in keeping 
with the character of the questioning, which was designed for this Aype of 

s 

response. Beginning on page 161 of WHITEWASH, I discuss the evidence of 
the "finding" of this bullet and the science applied to it. 

Everything went wrong with the evidence about this bullet as it nevei 
should have and never, normally, could have. Examples are the destruction 
of the evidence mutely borne by Governor Connally T s unwanted clothing, or 
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the immediate and continuing suppression of the sprctrographic analysis. 
These two capers would have been d i sas ter s for the government in court 
where opposing counsel ’would have adduced the pertinent and painfully 
obvious evidence that the abnormalities are so suspicious they are indica- 
tive of collusion and conspiracy^to frame. Had this been a case in court, 
not before a one-sided Commission, neither the destruction nor the sup- 
pression of evidence xrould have been dared. 

When Frazier was on the stand he testified that this bullet had been 
wiped clean. Not entirely, 100^ clean, for there remained residues. But 
clean enough so that he had no -additional cleansing to perform prior to 
making a study of whatever it is that he studied. His testimony does not 
inform us. It is msssotyxkkaJsxhccllssfes merely that bullets are of lead, as 
a child not blessed with training in the FBI's academy knows. 

From his testimony, x*hat Frazier did not on his own do, and what the 

Commission did not order him or the FBI to do, was the obvious requirement: 

make a study, at even that too-iate date, to determine the nature of the 

residues. It is quite obvious that the FBI knew the ha&d-to-hand, pocket- 

to-pocket history of this bullet, as reported in the fantasy presented as 

evidence. Someone in the FBI or on the Commission, either of its staff csr 

y 

membership, should have orderf'tes ts to determine whether these were human 
residues. This bullet is dadd to have gone through the President once, the 
Governor twice and partly a third time. Was$ there corrobDrating evidence? 

Frazier certainlv knew, as did others in the FBI Wiose job it was to 
know, how this bullet got to the FBI in Washington, as ws an earlier chaptei 
reveals. Knowing this seemingly haphazard ^^ai mlo - s s — journey in detail that 
is denied most of us, Frazier nonetheless avoided saying in his testimony 
that, by accident, the residues had been wiped from the hmllet during 
transit. His words are "The bullet was clean". Asked by Assistant Counsel 
Melvin Eisenberg, "There was no blood or similar material on the bullet wher 

Fou re 
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you received it?" (WHITEWASH I 63 ) , Frazier avoided direct answer, saying 
instead, "Hot that would interfere with Jthe examination, no sir." 

T^jose of us equipped with less science than the FBI's firearms ex- 
pert might, naively, consider that the purpose of "examination" would in- 

c 1 ud e i __ifU4rtnrO'uId"'notn5e for j U3t-that--purpa>se..»_ determination of whether 

there was "blood or similar material" on a bullet said to have inflicted 
seven injuries on two different men (whose blood types were not state 
3ecrets) and to have smashed, splintered and adhered to bones in three 
parts of the body of one of these men. 

Shortly after this testimony, Eisenberg returned to Frazier's lass 
than fully informative remark with less than a Perry^Mason Erai zeal. He 
asked, "You also mentioned there was blood or some other substance on the 
bullet marked 399» Is that an offhand determination, or was there a test 
(This is not callousness, calling a President's blood and tissue "materials; 

it is science. The FBI is very scientific. Its science is impersonal, particularly 

V/Mc/ „ , 

impersonal when’ President J ohn j! . Kennedy was concerned.) — 

tireless quest for tru^th and justice comes from television and not the 
hearings of the President's Commission on the Assassination of President 
Kennedy^ may be surprised that this, so far as Counsel Eisenberg is con- 
cerned, is the full discharge of his responsibilities. He is not without 
reason to so regard it for the attendance at that hearing on Tuesday, March 
31, 1964 (3H390ff), included: 

the Chief Justice-Chairman and Commission Members, Representative 
Hale Boggs and John J. KcCloy, his employers on our behalf; 
the former Solicitor General of the United States, J. Lee Rankin, 
then Commission general counsel; 

Leon Jaworski, billed as special counsel to the attorney general of 
Texas; 
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you received It?" (WHITEWASH 163), Frazier avoided direct answer, saying 
instead, "Not that would interfere with £he examination, no sir," 



pert might, naively, consider that the pizrpose of "examination" would in- 



seven injuries on two different men (whose blood types were not state 
secrets) and to have smashed, splintered and adhered to bones in three 
parts of the body of one of these men. 

Shortly after this testimony, Eisenberg returned to Frazier’s less 
than fully informative remark with less than a Perry^Mason ExhI zeal. He 
asked, "You also mentioned there was blood or some other substance on the 
bullet marked 399* Is that an offhand determination, or was there a test 
to determine what the substance was?" 

"No," Frazier replied, "there was no test made of the materials." 

/ A/J ea T 

Those whose concept of the diligence of American lawyers in their 
tireless quest for trujjth and justice comes from television and not the 
hearings of the Presidents Commission on the Assassination of President 
Kennedy^ may be surprised that this, so far as Counsel Eisenberg is con- 
cerned, is the full discharge of his responsibilities. He is not without 
reason to so regard it for the attendance at that hearing on Tuesday, March 
31, 1964 (3H390ff), included: 



T^ose of us equipped with less science than the FBI’s firearms ex- 



clude f or~~ just - that-pur pibs-e.^ determination of whether 

there was "blood or similar material" on a bullet said to have inflicted 




X)Aj the Chief Justice-Chairman and Commission Members, Representative 



Hale Boggs and John J. McCloy, his employers on our behalf; 



the former Solicitor General of the United States, J. Lee Rankin, 
then Commission general counsel; 



Leon Jaworski, billed as special counsel to the attorney general of 
Texas; 
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other staff members, including Norman Redlich; and 

two gentlemen xjhose booking is ambiguous: ^Charles Murray and Lewis 
Powell, observers tl , who^ in the non-fairy tale real-life function 
thev|had, were to ’’represent” Oswald, to look out for his rights 
and those of his guiltless infant .daughters ^ and for those of 
all Americans in the absence of opposing counsel), as the repre- 
sentatives of the American Bar Association, £ function whose con- 
cept by bhe Commission will soon interest us • r / i 

Now, if : all of these eminences, among the nation’s leading legal' 

Z'A# l £/k > 

luminaries, were ifbrnot do zing /'with their minds .on other weighty 

problems, one # certainly was not* That great international lawyer whose 
services to several administrat ions are of long duration and good press, 
whose special competence is banking. Commissioner John J. McCloy, was wide 
awake. He immediately asked a relevant question. 

But not about these residues, n blood or similar material” in one 
phrasing, ’’substance ” in another. About hs this he, too, was silent. He 
heard the testimony and was undisturbed. 

Oh, well, is it not enough to know that the diligent FBI, aver alert 
always with at least one eye open, with all that xis&Rim science the un- 
stinting taxpayers provide, was fully aware of the presence of ’’substance” 
or of the somewhat less comprehensible ’’material” that is ’’similar” to 
’’blood” ? 

Here it is necessary to caution those whose knowledge of the skill 
and dedication, the unflagging and undeflected devotion to duty, the re- 
lentless, bulldog-determined FBI also comes from TV^ that^ in real lifey 
when an American President was murdered while it was their job to keep him 
alive, the FBI is not at all like it is on TB. 

And only because in real life the finest lawyers in the land and the 
most scientific police in our history somehow fell short of what every 
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script-wr iter , without benefit of Harvard Law or G-man school, knows to 
write into grade B melodramas, we do not know what was on the bullet. 

We do not know because the Commission did not want to know . Because 
the Commission did not know, it had no difficulty concluding that this 
bullet had dffied all the laws of physics, ballistics and mythology and had, 
indeed, inflicted all'/seven aon-fatal injuries on both men and, exultantly, 
emerged from this chall engef anHxxrxds unscarred. . 

/ J' *■{ *> 
jWrATA.*. 

Hot having ordered the FBI ;bdgo back to its labs and scratchy a f ew 
microscopic remnants of that or those ’’substances” or ’’materials” frrttr-khe 
edr- or to take a quick check at that then-suppressed and still- 
suppressed spectrographic analysis^ and come back with the nitty gritty - 
th@ Commiss ion had less to interfere with its reaching this determination 
, that center-stage in its investigation of the assassination was a veri- 
table 20th century Puck of a bullet. Bullet 399o 

More suited, perhaps, to the deliberations of the Space Committees 
of the Congress than the President’s Commission^ is the career thus 
officially that of Bullet 399. To meet the requirements imposed upon it 
by this truly august body, these are some of the things that bullet had to 
have done: 

Penetrated the President’s neck without striking a bone, and in the 
course of this beginning of its swift but short active life, to have thumbe* 
its nose at forensic medicine by making a hole about twice as large 
as xfnen it entered - which nice, true-flying bullets just do not do. 

In the span of perhaps a foot or so, having flown with undeviating 

fidelity to and through the President, it be&an to wobble a bit whe n it 

/plunged into the Governor’s chest, under the ri^it armpit. It then settled 

down to the most spectacular demonstration of self-control since John the 

tji 

Baptist summed Salome. ^oing at about 2,000 feet per 
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second and with a fineness cf control not yet dreamed of at Gape Kennedy, 

it flipped around so that only its back end made contact with the Governor 'i 

fifth rib. Perhaps "made contact" is a slight understatement, when what 

399 did to four inches of that rib is recalled, but such a career must be 

approached with an absolutely uncluttered mind. It is easier to try and 

conceive of what^ until that moment in all of history had never been 

conceived if we bear in mind that contact with coarse cloth or leather can 
J 

mark a bullet, and this #399 chap was almost antirely unscratched. The 
unaided eye finds no blemish. 

Now, what heppened inside the governor's chest, at 2,000 feet per 
second, is that four inches of hi3 fifth rib got so smashed up that pieces 
of it, in turn, became miniature, individual projectiles. 

^Commissioner KcCloy, possibly reluctant to concede the incredible 
melding of might and magic to 399, wondered aloud if perhaps "the actual 
bullet could not have hit the rib at all but it mig.it have been the expand- 
ing flesh that would cause the wound, or the proper contusion, I guess you 
would call it on the rib itself?" His application of the elegant subtletie! 
of international finance to the rredical description is an expresion of fine 
sensitivity. "The wound or the proper contusion" was the rib smashing; the 
"you" of the "I guess you would call it" was Dr. Robert R. Shawy who, 
despite the delicate understating and quiet passion - -should we say 
"desperation"? - of the Qommiss ioner ' s appeal, would call it no such thing. 
Politely but firmly he replied, "I think we would have to postulate that 
the bullet hit the rib itself..." (WHITEWASH 1 ?5). 

There is a way out of McCloy's dilemma, (which is^ ftow could an un- 
scratched bullet smash up a tough human rib?) By battering with its butt 
end only, of course • And to do this, all that 399 had to add to those 
already incredible powers was that of following the graceful, curved 
contour of the human rib with its rear-end radar that kept it at hie 
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correct, undeviating backside 90-degree angle. For the approximately one- 
six- thousandth of a second it required for those four rib-inches to be 
shattered, 399 had also to be anticipating the disengagement that would 
leave no± trace upon his smooth surfaces that bone, even more than coarse 
cloth or leather could trademark. Whether it braked itself or executed a 
fancy dance step, with the bullet mute we cannot really know* but what we 
do know is that it succeeded. Whatever the maneuver, it was accomplished 
with a sideways fillip, for when 399, for a slight fraction of a second, 
saw daylight again, it was when making an inch- and^ a -half hole under the 
Governor’s right nipple, a not inconsiderable achievement for a quarter- 
inch thick bullet, especially because in the act it successfully evaded the 
adjacent rib. 

i /4 r £ 1 

Fresh challenges lay ahead, but with the exuberance of success, 399 
improvised at 2,000 feet per sedond - exactly what was needed to batter 
its way through the Governor’s right wrist, again without detectably marking 
itself. The shattered ruin of the rib is naught to the shambles of the 
wrist. Here, carried away with success, 399 indulged in a side game, 
sneaking clues into the wound while keeping clues off itself. Traces of 
mohair, the doctors correctly told themselves. And they tbld the Commissio] 
they could not conceive of how 399 accomplished the wrecking of that wrist 
without leaving a trace on itself. 

(Specter temporarily eased past this crisis by asking the doctors to 

offer opinions about otdingry, other bullets, not this spectacular one - 

# 

could "a ft bullet have gone through that wrist and been unmarked. / By going 



backward and only backward, the doctors suggested, because the back of a 

& / 

bullet is not encased in tiwf hardened jacket.) 

Nowhere in the evidence is there any explanation of how this or any 



other bullet could have plunged through the solid wrist-bones without get- 
ting a little scratched, at least on tfce sides. In order to proceed, 
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possibly we can imagine that in some mysterious way 399 encased itself in 
a sheltering remnant of perhaps a Niebelungen past or invoked a fitting 
necromancy and. thus accomplished what was required to fulfill its obliga- 
tions to the as-ye t-unappointed Commission. 

Here, with the bullet unmarked and the wrist in shattered ruin, stil 
new and undisclosed magical powers went into play - and how fasti - for in 
the course of the two inches (what split-split of a split second is Wo 
inches when flight is at 2,000 feet in a single second?) of wrist smashing, 
computer-fast it also planned ahead. 

The greatest cunning was still to be summoned, for in whatever short 
space remained between that right wrist and left thigh, this flip-flopping 
bullet that had stooped wobbling only to dance., s topped y)dancim (to/h'ga in] 

wobble, ceased wobbling to guide right and fly backward, suddenly flew no 

/{ 

wg:y but backward and in this fashion latched itself so firmly to the 

* 

Governor’s tibia that months la. ter a fragment was still glued to it, side 
by side^ A't? Jv\, t ImI *•' ryvw-St*/*' ^ t ** * n J 

With all of this, the most spectacular demonstrations were still to 
be demanded of this little bullet, whose brief life had, without doubt, 
already exhausted it. While travelling through Dallas at a mere mile-a- 
minute clip from the Texas School Book Depository building to Parkland 



Hospital, it had to xsyxxx lie in wait and store up a sort of reverse 
kinetic energy, then it had to be patient while the Governor in whose thigh 
it was hidden was rushed to the operating room. After he was undressed - 
in total silence and when no one was looking - it discharged that reverse 
kinetic energy with what bowlers call inside English 11 - in just the right 
arc that would enable it to speed invisibly from the Governor’s leg to 
under the mattress on which he and it ha d been, not too far under, for it 



had to xxMs drop out when that stretcher was given a jar;, not too little 

under, for it had to ride up and doxm the elevator until Darrell Tomlinson 

A 

'-f vrr j » ?'-■ 



fci-0 ) 
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J ttrCS / 

^■came along to put it off and then, when he prrrdd^d it a bit, to fall out 



and go public. 






When it is understood that bullets, have no fathers to teach ther;, 



n© seeing eyes to guide them, knowing precisely the arc and exactly the speed is 

i<iore so when we consider that it had been officially ruled over-age and declared ! 

'"H £j 

m 



quite an accomplishment for a bullet like this, only a quarter of an inch thick. 



surplus. Too small an arc and it would have hit the mat and nsde a hole in it; too 
large and it would have missed entirely or, horrors, have struck the steel frame which 
wflould^ at the very least^have marked it. Too little enegry would not have put it 
under the mat far enough to await T omlinson's jarring; too much would have put it so 
far under he could not have jogged it out. It calculated perfectly*. .1, 

Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy - and how much more 
official can you get? 

It seems aasxssE it was easier for this Commission to satisfy itself 
that Puckish, magical 399 did all these wondrous things without complicating 
and confusing matters with prosaic considerations like residues. 

Is it possible that the FBI's science could add to this story, 
improve on this^ science? Not likely. 

But all of the magnificent performance wo uld have been in vain had 
it been presented in acjcourt cf law. In fact, had it been adduced before a 
Marine Corps court martial (Oswald, too, had been a Marine), Oswald would 
have been acquitted. Something r emarkably similar - in charge, not victim 
and conclusion - actually happened in Viet Nam. 

' ""n 

\*\ It seemsthat a Vietnamese civilian was shot to death, that a Marine 
was seen to have fired a rifle from a truck in which he and others were 
riding, seemingly drunk and in high spirits. He acknowledged firing a 
shot but recalled it as having been into the air. 

■ The Associated Press reported th‘s, and the Los Angeles T ime s of 






June 29, 1967, prepared its own story from that of the Associated Press. 
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Here begins a startling parallel to Bullet 399* which, recall, bore the 
rifling marks of the rifle said to have been bought by Oswald: 

"The prosecution presented an expended bullet that matched the rifle 
allegedly held by Collard (the accused) at the time* The bullet was found 
on the floor inside the dead man’s house* The prosecution conb ended. Ihat 
this was the bullet that killed the man 11 . 

This trial, too, had technical experts: 

"Leland Jones, retired head of the Los Angeles Police Depart- 

ment 1 s drime laboratory, testified that the ballet could not possibly have 
entered a human body. (Although) fired from the rif le .. .blood cr tissue 
would have remained on the bullet for years if it had hit the man and he 
could find no trace of either..." 

The verdict: acquittal . 1 

"Bl ood or tissue would have remained on the bullet for years . " 

Consider this impartial evidence, accepted by a military court and 
unrefuted by a military prosecution, which could call on the FBI in aclditio 
to its own experts: although proved to have been fired from the rifle con- 
nected with the accused, because of th e absence of blood xxd or tissue , 
which would have been detectable and identifiable for years , "the bullet 
could not possibly have entered a human body"] 

Is it possible to find a more exact parallel? The case against 
Oswald was weaker, for that rifle was not shown to have been in his 
possession at the time of the assassination. Bullet 399 is claimed to have 
passed through two human bodies, not one, and three and a half tines, not 
jus t once© 

The bullet may have been magical, but Presidents and Governors are 
not. They are men, humans, as are poor Vietnamese; their blood is mortal 
blood, their tissue mortal tissue. 
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Here we find explanation for the FBI experts, expert evasiveness 

auori as i 

when asked about the residues, xx/ f or~Uhe ~c oh g entitle n t of the Conn is s ion of 
legal and political eminences and their legal staff at the khi absence of 
answers about the residues on Bullet 399* as we find explanation for the 
lack of questions about these residues, about the absence/ of tests to 
identify them] 

Perhaps with this account of the willingness of the United States 
Government to guarantee a free trial a nil /a n adequate defense for an ordinary 
man accused of killing another very ordinary man, not a President, and a 
half a world away, we have readied an appropriate point to consider the 
staff document earlier referred to on the nature of Gswald^s legal repre- 
sentation and of the real function of the leaders of the American Bar 
Association before the Commission. 

Extra space) 

From my first appraisal of the Commission^ record, from close ex- 
amination of what the Preside & ■ * $ &&& 1 d -esst and other top-echelon 
executives of the American Bar Association did and did not do in seeking 
his rights for Oswald, I concluded that they had acted as a prosecution 
adjunct, not defense counsel. I showed that, when the legal and factual 
situations before the Commission fairly screamed for the asking of shocking- 
ly obvious questions, these legal lights were silent and^more, recorded the; 
agreement not to ask questions^** ta to cross-exomine these travesties on 
witnesses who could not otherwise have been used by the Commission* 

r "~ 

"If at any point”, I wrote (WHITEWASH 79 - 80 ), after c ar e f ul v - e - x am i na =- 
tion of the "testimony” of an incredible parade of the most incompetent, 
incongruous and entirely dubious "witnesses", in the presence cf whom 
Oswald 1 s "defense counsel" had been mute (save for an occasional/ suggestion 

y 

calculated to aid the prosecution), "a single question was directed to any 
of the many questionable wi tnesses • . . that met the purposes served by the 
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.-^adversary system of our kind of justice, I have not seen it. Nor have I 
seen any record of their participation in the taking of depositions, the 
source of by far the most of the testimony." 

Not one of the American Bar Association leaders involved has made 
a single protest cr complaint about this language I addressed to them a 
long time ago. They have not because they dare not, because it is an under- 
statement of their prostitution of their profession and its honorable 
traditions, a debasement of* their function, and because, when how genuinely 
subversive of justices' what they did is considered, this language is a kind- 
ness to them. They will not and they dare not call attention to their 
shocking treachery to their profession, to law, to justice, and to the 
country. Their acceptance of the assignment to safeguard Oswald's rights 
before the Commiss ion t^as more than that, great as that responsibility is. 
They were, in addition, there to preserve the rigjits of all, for the 
rights of all are dependent upon the preservation and enjoyment of the 
rights of the least. And they bore, with their assumption of this responsi- 
bility, the defense of the national honor and integrity, 

Lee Harvey Oswald was dead, and the Commission decided that not Mark 
Lane, selected by his mother, but the American Bar Association, selected by 
it, would protect the rights of the, murdered accused and ’with him of all 
free Americans. ’ t / 

On February 29, 1964, at the very outset of the Commission's life, 
Howard P. Willens, of whom we have earlier read as staff director and who 
was the Commission's liaison with the Department of Justice, addressed a 
memo to C-eneral Counsel Rankin. The subject: "Interrogation of Mark Lane." 

Willens saw no contradiction in what he seriously addressed to his 
boss. The Commission had decided that Oswald was guilty. Lane was saying 
maybe Oswald wasn't. It was wrong for Lane to want to defend the accused, 
right for the Commission to pre-judge him. So, with the powers the Com- 
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mission had that Lane didn't, they'd give him a working over (his exact 
and untouched, usually more polite words are in the appendix, pp . 000-0.(jf) . 

To "undercut" Lane is one explicit purpose of the hearing. (Those of us 
who thought the purpose of the hearings was to collect evidence are 
"squares" . ) 

Prior to the writing of this memo, somebody seems actu&lly to have 
proposed that the American Bar Association, through its top officials 
(already, if secretly, selected to "work as defense counsel for Lee Harvey 
Oswald") clobber Lane. The "undercutting" of Lane, Willens said, "should 

/f,D 

be taken directly by the Commission rather than by Mr. Craig of the 

A 

American Bar Association. . .Mr . Cnaig agrees that this would be preferable 
to any contact by him with Mr. Lane on behalf of the Commission." 

The one doubt that does not exist here is whether Lane ever did any- 
thing "on behalfi of the Commission". That reference is Craig and the ABA 
end, like the rest of the document, makes much of this relationship clear. 
But no clearer than the record, really, which is without guile. 

Of course, Craig and the ASA were not alone in diligent defense of 
Oswald's rights - read "those of all Americans, jetc Willens was very 
busy.When he wasn't directing the staff, liaisoning with the Department cf 
Justice and performing other legal chores, he was also looking out for 
these cherished rights: 

"I think that Kr. Craig should use the appearance cf Mr. Lane before 
the Commission and the resulting testimony and documents as a way of begin- 
ning his work as defense counsel for Lee Harvey Oswald." 

This is exactly what hapoened four days later when, On March 4> 

1964 (2K32ff), Mark Lane was summoned before the Commission. The transcrip- 

shows that the members present were the chief justice. Senator Cooper and 

* V 

Congressman Ford. Also, "Charles Murray and diaries Rhyne, /assistants to 
Walter E. Craig." These are future, former and incumbent presidents of the 
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American Bar Association. Rfryne is famous, I believe, for his sponsorship 
of what is known as "Law Day", a noble concept. 

At one point (2H59), Rhyne took up the ‘"defense" cf Oswald with -st- 

v igor . 

"I wanted to ask Mr. Lane,"* he told the c^hief justice, "on his 

inquiry about what happened to Oswald during the 48 hours he was under 

detention- you suggested that the Commission make an inquiry into whether 

his civil rights were denied. Do you have any information on that subject? 

4 mwtUH * irtotlk An V-nx'-iC Ltf*i 

,/r ^ "Yes," Lane responded, as ay American not a lawyer and glued to his 

TV set could have, "I saw what ahppened - I read in the newspapers and hear 
on the radio." 

Rhyne objected that the information on the blatant denial of 
Oswald's rights "was really in the newspapers. You are merely repeating 
what someone else has said." Lane replied that, in addition, he had re- 
ported what witnesses had told him. unless he had been in jail with 
Oswald, there was no other information he could call to the Comrais sion 1 s 
attention. This is what lawyers do. Rhyne, however, repeated his "defense 
of Oswald and "protection" of Oswald's rights by charging that "Tbith respec 
to the denial of ayxsixiH any civil rights or protection of civil rights 
during this k8-hour period, you say that is all in the newspaper stories." 
To Rhyne, speaking for Craig, it was as though the abundant and very public 
proof that Oswald had bean flagrantly and quite systematically denied these 
rights, as the American Civil Liberties Union was soon to affirm, because 
they were in the papers and on TV, somehow made them unworthy of official 
recognition, of Commission inquiry. Rhyne then emphasized that Lane had 
said his "investigation was incomplete". 

And thus, in the ringing words of Howard Willens, did the Presidents 
of the American Bar Association and the exponent of "Law Day" "use the 
appearance of Mr. Lane" before the Commission "as a way of beginning his 
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MSMUOnDON P 03 Ma. J. MgJUCTO ff^Jtoaorcl Counsel 



From: Howard F. Wllloua 



Hoi Inte rro ration of Mark Lnna 



Attached la a proposed letter requesting Kerb Lane 
to appear before the Coemlcaioa next week. I believe that 
»&>. Lane's testimony «nw«Vh* to obtained at this tins for the 
following teasona: 

1. Vo ore aware that Mr. Lane la m ak i ng numaroua 
speeches to the effect that he has information indicating that 
Lee Harvey Oswald lo not the aosasdn of President Kennedy and 
that the Caanisnion has not requested this information. 
Although I think our earlier latter amounts to a request for 
this information, I think we should make an explicit request 
for all documents possessed by Mr. Lone regarding the 

- assassination of President Kennedy and ash fren him a full 

end complete statement regarding the results of his invootiga- 
tiou into tills matter. To some extant, ot least, this vill^ 
undercut Mr. Lane's future presentations although I grant that 
be w ill still be free to maintain that the Cccaisoion is cot 
giving due weight to the information he has brought to our 
attention. 

2. As 1 have indicated to you previously, 1 bellow 
that this erilas should bo taken directly by the Ccnalsflloa 
rather then by Mr. Craig of the ABA. I undeiutand frea you 
that the CamuiaoloQ is willing to hear Mr. Lane and that 

Mr. Crolg agrees that this would be preferable to any contact 
by Ida with Mr. Lane on behalf of tha Ccmsiaaion. 

3. I think that we should obtain these materials 
Proa Mr. Lara at this ttoo oo that appropriate investigation 
of eny rmw leads can bo conducted by tho r-p preprint© agency 

• or the Ccssrlasioa. If ve were to delay until the end of our 
investigation it would give Kr. Lane additional reason • 
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to -guostioa t h* Vona ms* or cur effort. 

4 , X r.k that this raiterlal should 1 » collected 
t^v esl testtxjay «f Kr. L«a» elicited jrossrdlaS ’ 
aetcriala ro that they caa ho Bads fivcilarde to kr. Craig 
end to Jteesrs. Sail eod S ella * 1 third; that Mr. Craig 
should use the eppearoaee of Mr. Lose hofow tb? Ccaaciaa-oa 
end the rocaltirg tostteway ^ 

nlr<.» Uia w-r& ftsi dsfenea counsel for ,-arv«,j Uwcbi. I 
think this ccy serves to focus hla efforts t.«a *d3kt 
ctSwtw be tl» cam. I «loo think .that tte* “-°2Sl ' 

s&mld he Kcdo to >5sa«rc. Sail cal Iclia, claw 

vo havo ell •greed that tt» q&tiatacat of rd** Craig fc» *» 
vey diniaich&s tho rosponsihllltica of tlso Coasd&cion etaff : 
to srctcct Leo Survey devoid* » ropufcofcioa on! risuto to tiW 

Bffcor they receiver tfcecw nctortalc, 4>ouU «» JJ *?* 

to lavesUgoto tb» mat folly through c wr/ available &*«*»• 

As ca •3ai#i«t«tiV9 wttw, if ott propped 
of t»8tia»? is «*?rpwd ty the Cesasiesica t*» t«Jww ■« 
ps^Mips the lest tioo to fceedlc Kr. I* 153 sin «J 150 <ccteaolva 
prepsreUoa by lassbera of tte staff ia necessary. 
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work as defense counsel for Lee Harvey Oswald" i 

Echoes of law-school commencerre nt addresses welled up In that 
emotion-caught Willens breast, and those who have studied the record of 
the Commission know just how to interpret these fine words: 

"..•we have all agreed that the appointment of hr. Craig in no way 
diminishes the responsibilities of the Commission staff to protect Lee 
Harvey Oswald's reputation and rights to the fullest extent possible." 

This was written a month before the hearing at which none of the 
Commission members or representatives of the bar association or others fell 
asleep; the hearing which began with the "reputation and rights" of Lee 
Harvey Oswald - and remember, these are the rights of all - "protected", 
as Willens had put it, "to the fullest extent possible". 

How? 

By total silence about the suppression of the spec trographic analysis 
and the complete absence o^any questions (including by Oswald's Commission- 
appointed "defense counsel") about that "material" or "substance" that was 
"blood" or "similar" to it that was on Bullet 399* 

That was not in the way of the FBI, so they didn't bother it, 
didn't test or analyze it. The Commission and Oswald's "defenders" were 
satisfied, even though "blood or tissue would have remained on the bullet 
for yars" - had it ever been there.' 

It all ties together. This has not been^ extraneous excursion. The 
fiction of the defense of Oswald's rights (and it is well not to lose sight 
of the purpose of the hearing*, to find out who killed the President and 
perhaps why} ; the real function of the American Bar Association and its 
honored, honorable representatives (Oswald's counsel, that is); the kinds 
o^ he ar ing: held; how evidence was gathered and presented, accepted; and 
evaluated; hox^ the truth was sought and certified; how the autopsy' is part 
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of all of it, 
399;CjJBC_l,2,3 
fibers woven t 



together with the single-bullet theory,'* The Ballad of Bull 

/ * ^ , ft j 

,4 andV^*F|E. 4-V- all are of the same whole: threads and 
through the woof and warp of the assassination and its 



eb 



investigation* 
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If it does not surprise the reader, it did surprise me to find that 
there was nothing of any consequence in the "j.F.K, 4 - 1 " file. If anywhere, 
I did believe, certainly here there would be some information of signifi- 
cance, some knowledge about the murder, how it was accomplished, what was 
learned at the autopsy, some of the missing evidence and records. 

The staff of the archive was going over this tremendous accumulation 
and preparing more of it to be released.' I delayed requesting copies of 
every paper in the autopsy file until the last minute. Just stop and 
think of the situation at the end of 1967^ four years after the murder, 
three after its "solution". The world was rampant with dissatisfaction -$>. 
about the inadequate and insufficient Report on the assassination (and this 
is certainly an understatement of the reality)^ but the federal government 

was still keeping vast stores of files secretl 

— *7 > r t.*’ c i f // f * *’ : ** f t 

In this c ase, apparently, ( by assigning less than,fcorporal ' s guard to 

do the actual work of makirig it .available. t With all the millions of 

(J jfflb*- 'fart jo Hi 1 

federal employeb'S-i _ 'a _ si ngle man' to go over these files and prepare them 

-1 

for "release"! This was not his only reppons ibility - it is one added to 
an already full schedule of work. In between the other, full-time duties, 
he did this. The wonder is not that it took so long but that he was able 
to accomplish anything. In practice, this amounts to a different kind of 
suppression. 

In reality, what it actually means is that^ aside from what has been 
denied under the "guidelines" - which gives each agency that was the source 
of the defunct Commission's documents the right to suppress what it wants 
suppressed - great gp&s of files were spppressed by the designed malfunctio 
of bureaucracy - by simply not putting the manpower on it. On a subject 
like this, with the national honor and integrity involved, with Macbethian 
scandals openly bruited, the government quietly and effectively gave valid- 
ity to these hasty beliefs by delaying what it dared not forcibly suppress. 
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It hoped, with each passing day, that somehow that awful pile of dirt 
swept under the too-amall rug^ would just go away, just be fcsgotten. Its 
clear wish was that, with the popular President securely buried, with the 
passing of time, people would forget how he got buried, lose interest in 
his murder and the phony, official explanation of it in that contrived 
Report . 

Simply slowing down what was accessible to the steadily decreasing 
number of researchers, distressingly small at the peak of interest, was an 
effective rrBChanism of suppression, as effective cp.s total suppression^ as 
long as the files could be denied by simple bureaucratic delay. Bungling, 
crude force ( were unnecessary. The government just sat tight and let 
nothing happen, guaranteeing that nothing would or could happen by not 
assigning a single special employee to the task of arranging the Commission 
files for access. The maximum assigned staff was two men who had other 
continuing assignments! 

Meanwhile, naturally, the closing of ranks behind the official 
fiction, whether or not of official inspiration, was effectuated by all 
the mass agencies of news and opinion. CBS and NBC coordinated their total 
of five hours of international telecasting of blatant apologies for the 
fake Eeport and then openly violated the requirement of law, regulation 
and decency by the false pretense of claiming this propaganda was a fair 
presentation of both sides. Sue theml The Associated Press manufactured 
its syndicated whitewash by cleverly and with equally pious pretense of 
dispassion and impartiality, corrupting and misquoting criticism of the 
Report and slandering the critics - and just by another accident managed 
to cue this in to the videowhitewashes. 

Si So, delay was as effective as it was simple, and it gave the time 

required for the greatest campaign of public indoctrination since the Repor' 
itself to befuddle the popular mind int&-co-nf ttsiron"'and complacency. 
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First I was promised this file, then I was denied it, then I was 
promised all but two documents* This was a total of four pages, or a 
minute of Xeroxing. Of couise, I was assured there was no suppression, no 
violation of regulations. The entire correspondence is in the appendix, 
where the reader can go over it, word for word. Finally; I got what I was 
told was all but those special four pages that bad to be denied so there 

Jiff* ihP' *'■> / 

could be "orderly processing". These were ^promised ft^ a-Ge-rtain date and 
were not then available. 

I completed the writing of this^eni4r« book while I waited for two 
withheld documents from the" J*F.K l^-l^file, for four sheets of paper from 
the file on the Presidential autopsy of four years earlier. 

Save for a single sheet, the few pages of what is filed under "J.F.K* 
4-1" add nothing to what was already available and known to me and in my 
own files. There are the same mistakes I found in other files. What was 
missing, what should be there and isn’t - what is required to be there - 
has been gutted. Here is everything in that file: 

The brief covering letter of December 20, 1963, with which James J. 
Rowley, chief of the Secret Service sent Rankin a copy of the autopsy 
protocol. This is not an original copy, of bhich there were eight. An 
original copy was too good for the archive, too good for the Commission. 

This , at the very best, is a third generation copy. Some of it is complete] 
illegible. In addition, it has, at some step in the repeated photocopying of 
photocopies, been reduced in size. But it is supposed to be .one of the 
original eight copies and it should be marked as the 77th file,j/a¥ 3ft is not 



Every copy made from what Rowley sent the Commission on December 20 should 




also show this number if /they come from this source. 



An even more remote copy of allegedly the same document, the Presi- 



dential autopsy protocol, contains notations not on any of the more than 
half-dozen copies of this allegedly single version, and an attachment I had 
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not seen elsewhere o It has a source indicated, and that source cannot 

possibly be the right one, else the list of files is wrong. It is marked 

as coming from 3 CR362a" , or part & "a" of File 362. Now^ on page 28 of the 

list of these files there appears this description of File 362, which is 

identified as M three envelopes" coming from ,! AG Texas": 

CP" 

"Travis Kirk’s letter 437 n » In its infinite wisdom, the Report 
spares us the identif ication of "Travis Kirk’s letter 437"> in quotation 
marks in the listing, and the blessing of revelation is denied us. However 
it is not likely that, with whatever significance can be read into the 
mystery we must here abandon, "Travis Kirk’s letter 437 n could ne^t; have 
included a copy of the autopsy, nor could "AG Texas" have originated it, 
estimable as the services of the Hon. Waggoner Carr were. 

This set of the autopsy report is the only one of the many I have 
seen that has a copy of what the original or an original copy .which- 

^ ' si / 

' 0 / 

should be in this file and, in photocopy, attached to every copy. It is / a 

in 

generation so remote, so illegible^ so/distinct where it is not illegible - 
that I cannot make out the identification of the government form or be 
certain of some of the printing on it e 

The heading is "SUTHORIZATION FOR POST-MORTEM EXAMINATION". Whether 
or not i& is even a copy of an original document is uncertain, fcr two of 
the three lines specifically calling for "signature" are typed in.* These 

are the names of the Commanding Of fic e.y. Captain R. 0. Canada; and 

* jx it •< 

"authority to consent", where the word "wife" is typed in, the name of "Mrs. 

/) 

JOhn P. Kennedy" (with the error "JOhn" in the typing), the address, "White 
■House". The one signature appears to be that of Robert Kennedy. 

Two other entries on this form dispel any basis for suppression of tlr 
autopsy or any parts thereof, such as the pictures and X-rays^ and end forevea 
the question of ownership of the documents of the autopsy, which never, 
legally, really existed, anyway. 
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Abeve the "signatures", with generous blank space separating them 
from the printed words, is this agreement; "Authority is also granted for 
the preservation and study of all tissue which may be removed. This 

/J*3- authority shall be limited only by the conditions expressly stated below", 

1 

"Below" la blank paper, not "conditions" or any other reservations. Thereb; 
any conditions or reservations are waived. 

If there ever had been any doubt of whose property the sfcu autopsy 

and everything related w-itrh it is (and in ray mind, as the correspondence 

appendix shows, there never was^ the last words of the first printed 
end 

sentence and that. They refer to the form and any other papers, to be 
"attached to this form for permanent file". Permanent file . 1 Exactly what 
I had reported to the government in protest against the illegal handling 
of the pictures and X-rays - and let us not forget what is more important - 
the gutted files, those quintessential autopsy notesi 

Handwritten numbers added to the third page of this set of the 
autopsy report seem to translate 7*4 ^ 7/^5 by 4/^5 inch, 14 cm into 

5.6 inch. (Here I note that another copy of the allegedly 

identical document, also from File J.P.K. ljhas two notations handwritten 
on page six, adjacent to the descriptions of the fatal and non-fatal wounds 
These are "#3 Shot" and "#1 Shot". 

The Sibert-0 T Neill so-called FBI "autopsy" report^ is in this file, in 
a version photographically reduced in size from the original and Xeroxed 
from File 7> where it is folios 280-8 of the first part. File 7 is one of 
the larger collections of individual reports into book-size documents. It 
requires jabout % four inches of thickness when bound into two separate 
volumes. There is special interest: File 7 warrants a short digression. 

The last very large hunk of it was entirely suppressed. Although most of 
the individual reports are but a page or two in length, by "request" - 
read order - of the FBI, pages 494 through 777 are "wi thheld" -read suppress* 
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"* ,: ‘ n " " M ™““ m -‘ *T- i b,™ 

1 11 T w “ “• *“■ *- “• « « «. — » M „ JT 

n " th ' ° ther reCords of U not ‘“M already turned over. Legally, rightly 

. eae^ould be a M a«t Navy file loc.rding to the available evidence * H ^ 
be inined for the Corn! 231011 suppressed it “ no “’ *ieh must 

Admiral Galloway also, aeparatliy^sLu®^® IvH 

examination signed by Attorney General and dated Nov. 22, 1963.° This i= the last 

•7 ■ — 

of 1€ items in a receipt to Admiral George C, ^urkley, executed November 26, 1963, 
by Robert I. Bouck, head of the Secret Service "Protective Research Service" at the 
flfrite %use{f C y !(Qj. 



f A mong the other interesting and important items in this receipt that 
the Commission suppress ed “ioOtiiftOo^are : "One letter- Certificate of Death of 



J °hn Kennedy - State of Texas - dated Nov. 22, 1963"; "One carbon cony of letter 
cated November 26 from Commanding Officer, U.S. Medical School, concerning law snd 
regulations regarding confidential nature of the events" ;"One receipt dated Nov. 22, 1963 
regarding a carton of photographic film, undeveloped except for X-rays, delivered to 
PR3 for safekeeping" ; n An original ancTsix Dink copies of Cefrificate of Death 

(NeT,Med.ri>";"One copjr of autopsy report and^notes 'of “the examining doctor which is ~ 

(ft cJ 

-described- in letter of transmittal Nov^ Nov.- 2&,— 1963 by-Dr. -Galiayay" . - - --- 

In this case -the suppression -is -much -worse, for this FR-s-recei-of was- 



officially entered, into evidence as- Exhibit -397- (-^T^WaSH 183) . In- -offering—* the 

— file of_which. it_is .perf into -.eYidenc.e,_Spe.c.ter_said_(2H373).^! , May_ -the record., show. 

that Exhibit Nq. 397 is identical with the document which has _been previously identi- 

fied as Commission No. 371 _fc>r_ our internal purposes". 

" ... ^ la. 3ut only part. 

Exhibit 397 dys. allegedly is printed (17H29-48). Part of it/ EGSlMISgQC 

But 



A3dzxialxGsilgxaylxzxegvsHihexz2gxietXexzgf:ctrgnga5fr y^ot one of the item listed a bove! 

Nor is this PHS receipt, which I got from Fu e 371 end which in the upper right-hand 
has the identification of^ 

E3znerziaxia22itifieazB^‘Com:iissicn N 0 . 371", 

' /■ ' 

Does the reader believe that in the investigation of the murder of af'Presi- 



dent such items of evidence as the certificate of death, a letter on the applicable law 



and regulations, hat appears to be an additional Navy ce tificste o£ death jfit is 
nowehere described, not mentioned inhumes' testimony), and the heart o^/the autopsy 



recort, the "notes of the examining doctor", should he included in the evidence? His 



C ommiss ion to investigate this murder deemed otherwise and suppressed each and every one 
ofjthese most elemental items of evidence that would have been required had the investi- 
gation been not that of a President but of an unwanted, friendless derelict.' It then 

went further snd suppressed' the receipt tha t itemized them. - 

Once the decision was made-to -suppressr everything indicating whair had^been — 
suppressed also had to be expunged. So the inr.ocent receipt, too, was kept out of 
Exhibit 397. 1 have made repeated searches of duplicate File 371s, and none of this, 
except the receipt and the letter of transmittal, is in any of them. I asked that an 
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Admiral Galloway also, separately, sent /( !TAuthorization for post mortem 
examination signed by Attorney General and dated Nov. 22, 1963." This ia the last 

u ;| 

of 12 items in a receipt to Admiral George C. ^urkley, executed November 26,1- 1963, 
by Robert I. Bouck, head of the Secret Service "Protective Research Service" at the 

- _ . . . _ i! 

White h 0 \ise.Q C Y iO). 



f Among the other interesting end important items in this receipt that 
the C ommi s sion^suppressed ~f r omJ3Tt£uie.cor4- a re : " 0 ne letter- Certificate of Death of 
^ohn E • Kennedy - State of Texes — dated Nov* 22, 1963” j "One carbon cony of letter 

i, 

dated November 26 from Commanding Officer, U.S. Medical School, concerning law and 
regulations regarding confidential nature of the e vent s” One receipt dated Nov. 22, 1963, 
regarding a carton of photographic film, undeveloped except for X-rays, delivered to 

PR3 for safekeeping"';" An original and six pink copies' of Cetrificate of Death 

U 

•(Nav,Med.N) n ;”One copjr of autopsy report and notes of the examining doctor which is 

(ft t) 

described- in letter of transmitt al Nov Nov.- 25, 1963 by Dr. Gallayay” . 

In this case the suppression is -much worse, for this FRS receipt- was 
officially entered into evidence as Exhibit 397 ( WHITEWASH 183). In offering!! the- 
. file of. which it is part into_ evidence ,. Specter said (2K373) , ’’May the record-show 
that ..Exhibit No. 397 i s identical with the. .document which has been previously identi- 



fied as Commission No. 371 for our internal purposes”. 



I, 



‘ ... _ ia. But only part. 

Exhibit 397 i* allegedly is printed (17H29-48). Part of it/ 

Ii 

one of the item listed above I 



Nor is this EES receipt, 7/hich f got from ^ile 371 and which in the upper right-hand 
has” the identification ofJ> 

EamerziaxidgntifiBiazB^^Cornnisslon N 0 . 371". 



1 / 



HO 



Does the reader believe that in the investigation of the murder of ff'^Presi- 



dent such items of evidence as the certificate of death, a letter on the applicable law 

* ii 

and regulations, ".hat apoesrs to be an additional Navy ce tificete oj death jfit is 



nowehere described, not mentioned inhumes* testimony), and the heart of^the; autopsy 
report, the "notes of the examining doctor”, should be included in the evidence? His 



finiWn ■? oc -in xrc* a + •> rto + a +-Vi -? o mnrrlflT* r»+V> Ci y» uri oci unrl onrm r« c 
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official search be made by the Archives, Their search, xiaca reported in the 
correspondence appendix, confirmed mine. The suppression is total. These items, 

I 

the beginning/ point of any serious -in vestiga tion, have been denied even the archive, 

i 

such is the archive to the murder of this President! 

There is no doubt that the "notes of the examing doctor"existed after 
^ouck signed the receipt. Nor is there any doubt about the nature of these notes. They 



are the entire basis of the autopsy, it is not in those incomplete marginal notes 

</ " c M 

Dr. Boswell kidded the stsr reporter of the Baltimore ^un into believing that/7uraes 

&' v 

used in writing his renort, but these notes, mace for that Buroose. Others have 

~ /& 

ignored whet I immediately concluded xexh was n umes* vital testimony ( '•VHITEYTASH &P5) 

"These are various notes in long-hand, or copies, rather, of various notes in long- 
er nd m8de by myself, in part during the performance of the examination of the late 
President, and in part after the examination when I was preparing to have a typewritten 
report made". 

The key words here are "during the performance of the examination". These are 
the missing'' notes. Those ^umes made thereafter are id the file and the exhibit, because 



serve# f oth%r Commission purposes /"Thus, what n umes burned -imagine burning any- 
thing historically and legally important in the investigation of the murder of a 
President.* and imagine a Concussion that, hearing of this, was silent!- could not 



have ^ been in his hand when he testified four months after the burning. This is 
no reference to the first draft of the autopsy, burned after uswald was murdered, when 
there would be no cross examination of the autopsy surgeons, ^hese are the vital basis 
of the. entire autopsy report that were in Humes hand, did exist, at least in a Xeroxed 
copy, are required to have been printed in Exhibit 397 and are not, are required to be 
in ^ile 37 1 and are not, that the government suppresses. 

sAnd "fhis is the way the murder of j/ohn Kennedy was investigated -by 

the suppression and destruction of the most nindaraental evidence. And this by the 
government that succeeded his, by the government that came into power by his murder, 
the murder it allegedly was investigating! * 

~~ But to return to this particular copy of the autopsy report, 

This is not an isolated suppression. Throughout this book there are 

repeated cases like it, particularly in the Postscript, where there is further reference 
...... ........ — v suppressed 

to ttfe 2X±kj5xixEti®xxfBXx.th3nrasiii!jxsy Kennedy family and the/pictures sncfTk-rays. 
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Now, with File 7 we are a bit better situated than with most cases 



of suppression. Here there is a name index. I have made a listing of 
the names on the almost 300 suppressed pages. There is one /'consistent 
pattern to these names: radical right. Here there is a prima facie case 
of the FBI ordering suppression for the protection of those whose political 
bed is warm to Hoover, those from whom he derives his political support, 
those with whose ideas he is most comfortable and whose ideas he expresses, 

i/a ] 

' wit)f* moderate language. 

Without something thejt Hoover has made impossible, close examination 

/ 

} of what he has suppressed, it is hot possible to tell the whole story of 

I .? U 

File 7 and its contents. On one score, however, there is no doubt whatso- 
ever: the recurrent, identifiable tames are radical right names. But is 

''>vn£ ^ M\ ; 

it conceivable that in a file of almost 800 pages, (aT~third - in one big, 
unbroken mouthful - can by pure accident be suppressed by the FBI? Is it 
also accidental that these have the strain of radical right woven through 
them? 



In File 7> the Sib ert*0' Neill report has a cover page added. It 
reads, "A. AOTOPSY OF BODY OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY". Aside 

£ »/v V Cf 

from those copies made by other means or other varieties of XeKO-xiimiachines , 
this bears the printed identification of two different machines. Attached 
are an additional Sibert-0 1 Nelli report of November 27. Its four para- 
graphs cover their interview with Gerald A. Behn, Secret Service Special 

rJxmiM 

Agent in Charge of the White House detail. It describes the haphazard 
manner in which Bullet 399 showed up in Washington, how haphazardly and 
belatedly a piece cf the President’s skull and bullet fragments also were 
found in the car. Its concluding paragraph repeats Kellerman 1 s promise, 
that n the undeveloped photographs and Xxxxyx x-rays (Lil-fol lit) made 
during the course of the a utopsy. . .could be made available to the Federal 
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Bureau of Investigation on request", further establishing that there is no 
reason for the FBI to have been uninformed about the autopsy report, if, 
indeed, it was. 

Nest are the receipts to the Navy Hospital for what the Secret 
Service took or got, including these undeveloped pictures and X-rays and 
"notes of the examining doctor which is described in letter of transmittal 
of Nov. 25, 1963 by Dr. G-allaway". (f ol lit). These notes are part of 
File 371, which also includes much less legible copies than exist of the 
handwritten autopsy, etc. Missing are what is required to be in this file 
(WHITEWASH 183), those identical autopsy notes covered by Admiral G-alloway'5 
epistle of November 25>. Oddly, however. File 371 ' was not received until 
February 7, 1964. 

Also ' in" J.F.K. 4-1" is a Xerox of a "certified copy" of what is 
politely called the "inquest" held in Dallas. In it fee Justice of the 
Peace/’ Theran Ward^ "certified" that particular proceeding was consummated 
almost two weeks prior to the assassinationl It contains this language: 

"Witness my hand, officially, this 10th day of November A.D. 1963". 
How careful everyone was to be precise, to assure accuracy and 
completeness when this President was murdered! 

There is a copy of Secret Service Elmer Moore's report of December 

I— — in which that Service found other than the Commission, that from the 

( 

autopsy report, the Zapruder movie and other evidence later misinterpreted 

u. 

by the Commission, all that could be condluded about the trajectories we«*e 
that it was "to the rear and above the level of the President", hardly 
indicating a trajectory to the 66-foot high sixth-floor window. This report 
contains a number of other tilings not supporting the official account. 

A single page - the fifth - of the FBI supplemental Report of 
January 9, is Xeroxed and filed here (as it is in'* JBC -2 j . It is originally 



File 107. 



Illegible, remote-generation copies of Specter's two March 12, 196j, 

reports of his interviews with the autopsy doctors and Sibert and O'Neill 

are included. They are so pale and close to illegible that their purpose 

cannot be serious. Because the remainder of the document is so much paler 

the correction of the single word previously referred to, that says the 

President's rear non-fatal wound was in the "back", is more visible here. 

An equally illegible, equally pale copy of an uninformative press 

release dated March 16^ says only that four members of the Commission, 

listed, heard the three autopsy doctors testify. 

Finally, there is a letter from J. Edgar Hoover to Rankin, dated 

March 18, answering negatively an inquiry by Melvin Eisenberg about 

several possible scientific, .tests. 

l'S- AM p/MA ’A^h / )t « 

And' that 1 is the entire content^ of the entire autopsy file of the 

A / 

President's Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy! 

It is not a file, it is a frivolity. 

It does not contain what is essential. It contains not a single 
reference to any effort to obtain what was not spoon-fed the Commission by 
the federal police. More, it corfc ains no single clue that the Comnission 
of eminences, on their own or under proddiqg, ever, in any way, did anything 
to get the missing data that it shoud^L have had - could not have discharged 
its responsibilities without having. One example is the autopsy notes, 

up 

which were not burned and are offic ial Tn its evidence, from which they 

<j,h 

have been gut^teeU. 

This, too, is one way to "investigate" the murder of a President.' 

[AjftW 

-Me&e- space h^S^or^foiit^pagesih-fco--'trome- k 

A-LLk ue - * — 

The Connally files are, similarly, r^^t^tl-ons of pieces of other 
files. They contain repetitive reporting of federal police conclusions, 
that a separate shot hit Connally. Because these are destructive of the 
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Report, their suppression from that Report and the appended volumes is 
comprehensible. They contain FBI interviews with close witnesses of the 
assassination who were not called as witnesses. Several documents reflect 
poorly on the Dallas police. These include an "arrest report on investiga- 
tive prisoner" that, with fine judicial impartiality, says Oswald was 
arrested because, "This man shot and killed Presidenb John F. Kennedy and 
Police Officer J. D. Tippit. He also shot and wounded Governor John 
Connally". No ifs or buts. The police wrapped it up to begin with. No 
foiling with investigations for them! 

• The second file (on the "wounds") is carefully gutted to remove the 
documents I analyze earlier that show the size of the fragment remaining 
in the Governor’s thigh. No reason to spread the disproof of the Report 
too widely, was there? It also has the proof that the Secret Service 
phonied its "charts" on the Governor’s wounds (WHITEWASH 177, 199). The 
Commission was discreet: it suppressed this from its Report. No need to 
embarrass the Secret Service, either. After all, they were only ''investigat- 
ing" the murder of a President J Need they have bothered doctors when they 

could draw lines and hen- scratches on blank charts themselves, and very 

vU'* * 

neatly ;? The fact is, the Secret Service markings were closer to trhat the 
Commission wanted than the reality. That was thoughtful, wasn’t it.’ That 
this proof of fakery is not in the Report is no$ accident. The boss, 
personally, knew about it. The handwritten acknowledgment of J. Lee 
Rankin, dated February 19, is included. When the Secret Service tried so 
hard to make the evidence fit the crime, like shots from the sixth-floor 
window, "moving* the Governor around - in charts - so his wounds would seem 
to line up, etc,, the Commission owed it a slight co ns iderati on fa? its 
"assistance " l 

In short, there is nothing I had not already located elsewhere in 
these Connally files. There is no need to delay the reader with what would 
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JdaSwml Arnkms and Records Service 
Washings * ». i>.C. 20008 

Sasfeenfear 14, 1967 
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Mr. Harold 
Coq d 9 0r Pr#8ffl 
Hyr^tt s&csm* Witryland 20734 

&s&r . Mr # Helsberg $ 

IMa i/a in reply to your letter <o£ August 29 c^easrsing rac^rds of toe 
y&rrsn Cor^aisaioox. 

The relevant fil@s of toe CctSEdagicgi g&ot eont&ia eopisa of the 
following doc manta in ^hieh yow ®r* iatwesteds 

The original Farris atafcssssat tthieSa la fc;?e8&cribad ia 
Ccagaisaicti Docuaent 205 * Bio Cs^siisaiai 0 ® record copy 
of this st&t€s*sfit is to© traMcripfcicn, of Efc&cfo a copy 
»aa furnished to yesa. 

Co^sring letter a or jpolatiasg ■ to psrto of toe 

autopsy protocol, otosar than to® ss^aor^nda of C. B. Gallowny 
dated Ncwnber 25, 1963, md James J. Rowley dated fcacesaber 20, 
1963 . Coplea, of thsse have been furnished to you. 

A document showing toe distribution of toe eight original 
copies of toe autopsy protocol. 

Tha receipt for toe autopsy phefcbgrap&a &ad s-rsya signed 
by Soy Sfellamtin. 

Tlio r ,f *ge in CD 87 , folder 1, that be&rs Coasts*©! §7©* 146, does not con- 
tain a atateaaent by J, lee Rankin concerning tbs bullets in Officer 
rippj.1, nor do the next few p^ge* certain tola st&tenent. 'Hie note on 
thia pegs (Ho, 146) eo^c^rsaisag toQ shells fcssud in L ®0 Harvey Oswald’s 
pistol was apparently Witten by toes J. Rowley. Enclosed are copies 
of this page and of toe FBI report of an interview with Robert MarNei : . 
'* M also enclose copies of two aeaoran&a concerning Governor Connoll;- . 
woiirulr, that have previously been made available for research as par* 
files relating to filns , photographs, tape recordings, and p cvr.e 
cuppings (the m MP h files). 
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by now be but redundant exposition of their flimsiness and lack of support 
^b v< the off ic ial. version of the assassination. They reflect well on no 

Ij 

V 

officials and do not help the Reporto 

There is nothing in them that fosters confidence in the integrity 
of any persons or agencies involved in the investigation or in the Report 
itself. 



C.-i/ w 

During the course of my protracted efforts to shake , some of the 
"withheld" autopsy evidence l oo ^e, I sought information from the Archivist. 
His entire letter of September , from which I ofuote, appears in the 
correspondence appendix. Here I th ink that it is appropriate to note that^ 
relative to the autopsy, what is not in the autopsy file is also not else- 
where in the "relevant files" - and diould exist. These include: 

[/f: ^Marked, attached 2-4 

(The first item is appropriate to my book^ OSWALD IN NEW ORLEANS* It 
discloses that the Commission^ files do not include the original statement 

Ci K-r-K ' - J 

David W. Perrie provided the FBI. When,, ; the alterations known to have been 
made in some of these staterrents is- oons-idered-y this is significant in- 
telligence. No jerkwater court in the most blighted part of the country 
would accept anything less than the available original doaument. ) 

In short, what this part of my investigation proves is that the 
essential original evidence of the murder and the investigation of it is 
lacking. The files do not show who got what of the evidence, what any of 

them did or did not do with it. In fact, it is not possible to in any way 

account for any cf the original copies of the autopsy report, which is as 
novel a concept of evidence as it is an original method of "investigating" 
the murder of a President! 

To those who may wonder if it is , indeed, the way the murder of a 

President should be officially inquired into, I can say only ttiat this is 



the way the murder of John F. Kennedy was "investigated tf and Solved" i 
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